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Miss Katherine . *ln»ella 
American "Program ..Bureau 
58 Temple ■ Place ' 

.Boston,. Mass. 02111 

Tear.'Mss Kinsella, 

By- the time you take .your 'saexe of a $500 honorarium. aaa.-J- • pay taxes, 
travel sun. other costs, for fully naif '.of. .tua country • speuking for. this. sum, will 
■yield s net loss. Whet 1 actually said is Wat'*, would speak for this- nonorerium 
la the eastern pert of. the country, but. not In tho west unless multiple si-range-, 
meats wo aid be possible* 

I- bad nthousht .this. .out before : going' Seaton, I*V9 waited a. day before 
answering your letter of tbs sscond' to see if I can reech, e different -conclusion. 

A t just is net possible. I'-will regrt it if this "leanr yn-a con bdolr rso enpegem'-nts, 
.'but I do not look forward to speaking et '?■ net loss,. 

The problem Is not, from 'my experience, the amount of the honorarium. 

“t is the conjecture end irresponsibility to which too many audiences, have been 
subjected as a substitute for fact and solid information. 

I would suggest it may be ' sdviseeble if you can book a fa# engagements 
sc you and I can both get an evaluation <b£ audience reections tc vmat I would say. 
then "there is a favorable reaction,. tae ?;crd seems, to get around. The size of 
the honorarium is not excessive. That is not, in my belief, the real problem. 

1 sra disturbed st your reference to "our exclusive arrangement with 
flark Lane". That precee.ded tbs invitation for me to .go' -to - Boston. A t existed as 
much then as it does not 1 . And how does it jibe with your offering of Olay Shsw? 

Lens is an effective speaker. I would certainly expect you to honor your obligations 
■ to'' him as X would to me. If this Is the case, you are in the position of offering 
only ancient history, for he has done uo original work in more than three;: years. 

As a, matter of fact, the most effective material he has been using lately is. mine. 

Hot his. One of these things that hes diminished program interest in the./sub jeet 
is the endless reheshing of whet everyone has h-erd, rhat is not fcnew.whed. it is 
factual. 

Aside from the ^ing/Hay esse, there may he other, if limited opportunities 
I have written two of three projected books on the President’s autopsy and; what 
relates and have the third researched, i 'should be able to stimulate medical and 
legs! audiences with entirely new material. -Tais material and s study- ^ftjttave cade 
of tae top-secret i$ner workings o_' tae Oomiaission. itself, from whicn the staff was 
barred, should 4iso have, much appeal to those interested in the functioning of 
government, particularly in colleges. 

Thank you for your candor. * now understand the delay in responding to 
my earlier letters. However, if you still want me to prepare a brochure, whether 




or not- the expense of printing tt now seems warranted, I would appreciate an 
Answer to the questions about it. , 

■ I would like to ask you this euestionL are you saying black insti- 
tutions and black audiences have no interest in the Martin Luther Xing assassi- 
nation? If there is another single person who has made the study requisite to 
making a responsible speech on it, it is unknown to me. 

My experience with colleges is largely through the audiences. However, 
in many California universities, from my experiences, a presentation of the 
Sing/Ray case should he welcome, particularly at Berkeley, San Francisco State ; ' 
and UCLA. No less would this be true of the diversity of Vii scon sin (Madison),' 

A single California appearance would cost me more in transportation than 1 would, 
net, so 1 cite this merely as illustration.. 

There is one thing else * am trying to say. I would not have one set 
speech, repeated with slight variations for all audiences. The depth and braflth 
of my om, original work is such there is a wide variety of specialized audiences 
to which I could oresent what is angled to their interests. 

" Have you. any further: thought s or questions? 

.'"Sincerely, 



Harold Vseisberg 




